Attachment 1

COASTAL APPEALABLE FORM 4358

SAN Luis OBISPO COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
976 OS0S STREET ¢+ Room 200 ¢ SAN Luis OBisPO ¢+ CALIFORNIA 93408 ¢+ (805) 781-5600

Promoting the Wise Use of Land + Helping to Build Great Communities

Please Note: An appeal should be filed by an aggrieved person or the applicant at each stage in the process if they are
still unsatisfied by the last action.

PROJECT INFORMATION  Name: “T1M WINSOR File Number: DRC. 2611 ~ 0o 4%

Type of permit being appealed:
O PlotPlan O Site Plan - WMinor Use Permit \_Z(Development Plan/Conditional Use Permit

[ —d
QVariance ULand Division QLot Line Adjustment QOther: g 2
= .

The decision was made by: S EF
QPlanning Director (Staff) QBuilding Official QPlanning Department Hearing Offl@%e ‘
QO Subdivision Review Board \APlanning Commission Qother 0 "-S;}g
Date the application was actedon: ___ J VLY 26, 2012 = ‘,—Z'?:é ’

T L N g .
The decision is appealed to: n 5
QO Board of Construction Appeals QBoard of Handicapped Access &
QPlanning Commission \@Board of Supervisors

" BASIS FOR APPEAL
INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE LCP. The development does not conform to the standards set forth in the Certified

Local Coastal Pgogram of the oun r the following reasons (attach a%s ets if necess
Explain: / 4 y4

QINCOMPATIBLE WITH PUBLIC ACCESS POLICIES. The development does not conform to the public access
policies of the California Coastal Act — Section 30210 et seq of the Public Resource Code (attach additional sheets if
necessary). ’

Explain:

List any conditions that are being appealed and give reasons why you think it should be modified or removed.

.. Condition Number Reasan for appeal (attach additional sheets if necessary)

APPELLANT IN ORMATION
Print name: 08 LGLSZ/@ g{/ﬁjé@%

Address: é‘;’w/ﬁd//’\/‘%ﬁ/ @ Phone Number (daytlme@;/ Qﬁ o ?///
| 19,070 F2H2E Folel /74l Sos  FYD - &fS

IWe are thé applicant or an aggrieved person pursuant to the Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance (CZLUO) and are
" appealing the project based on either one or both of the grounds specified in this form, as set forth in the CZLUO and
State Public Resource Code Section 30603 and have completed this form accuratgly and declare all statements made

Ze;:WwZ . tc‘)’/ &/ /Sz—

OFFICE USE ONLY
Date Received: a / q / {2 By: @
Amount Paid: - 3 50 "@ I Recgipt No‘.‘(“if‘ applicable): _\/J) Vil
CoasTAL APPEAL FORM : ~ ' : PAGE20F 3
SAN Luis OBiSPO COUNTY PLANNING & BUILDING : JUNE 29,2010
- SLOPLANNING.ORG » _ PLANNING@CO.SLO.CA.US
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Attachment 1

August 8, 2012
Coastal Appealable Form / Coastal Appeal Form / inland Appeal Form

It is unclear which form is applicable and with the ur;derstanding that this development is in the Coastal
Zone and subject to a Coastal Development Plan and within the Coastal Commissions jurisdiction, | am
filling out all three of these forms to protect my legal right to appeal this matter at the appropriate level.

In discussion with my attorney, | am told that the Local Coastal Plan (LCP) is over 400 pages and due
to my attorney’s conflict of interest (since she represents the County of San Luis Obispo) | must find
another attorney to appeal this matter. Due to this fact | am submitting all three forms to preserve
my legal rights of appeal, so that | can be allowed time to review the LCP with new legal counsel, prior
to determination of which Appeal Form applies and whether or not this is within Coastal Commission
jurisdiction.

Basis for Appeal:

‘Asa concerned landowners within the Cambria Ranch Road development subject to Development Plan
D870020D, and as members of in the Associations adversely affected by the Planning Commission’s July
26, 2012, approval of applicant, Tim Winsor’s, request for a Development Plan/Coastal Development
Permit to amend and modify Development Plan D87002D, by removing Parcel 17 and releasing its
owner from the requirements of the conditions of approval of D87002D, including, but not limited
to, private road maintenance and associated fees. We were not given adequate time to present our
position opposing this “release” or an opportunity to be meaningfully involved in the process, or to
rebut testimony given by both staff and witnesses at the hearing in support of release.

As a result of these actions, we were denied our Due Process.

Much of the Planning Staff Report was based on inaccurate, somewhat misleading testimony, hearsay
and speculation. In appealing the Planning Commission decision, we will introduce new evidence that
will show that most if not all the bases given in support of the Planning Staff's recommendation for
release is not supported in fact, as a result the Planning Commission’s subsequent 4-1 vote to allow the
Winsor release from the Development Plan was based on this unsupported and misleading testimony.

The Winsor’s have been given more than fair consideration by the County Staff. For more than three
_ years, Planning Staff has worked exclusively with the Winsor’s and their legal counsel to support this
release.

We were not afforded the same consideration by County Staff.

As property owners and Association members, we have the right to have been given equal
consideration, and to have received equal protection under the law. This has not been the case. We will
produce evidence to support that we brought this matter to the County’s attention nearly six years ago
and despite assurances to the contrary from the County, no action was taken. ’

We will also provide evidence to support that the land and the applicant’s request is in fact within the
Coastal Commission jurisdiction, and as such would be appealable to them. :

Submitted,

Hilda C. Leslie Curtis Jesli

g Aol
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Attachment 1

COASTAL APPEAL FORM ’# 85g

SAN Luis OBisPO COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
976 OS0S STREET ¢+ ROOM 200 ¢ SAN Luis OBISPO ¢+ CALIFORNIA 93408 ¢+ (805) 781-5600

Promoting the Wise Use of Land + Helping to Build Great Communities

Please Note: An appeal should be filed by an aggrieved person or the applicant at each stage in the process if they are
still unsatisfied by the last action.

PROJECT INFORMATION  Name: T 1N\ W/A/SAE. File Number: PEC, 2011 - 000 43

Type of permit being appealed:
[ Plot Plan {1 Site Plan QO Minor Use Permit 2{ Development Plan/Conditional Use Permit

QVariance QLand Division ULot Line Adjustment QOther:
82 <
The decision was made by: '; ‘—
O Planning Director (Staff) O Building Official OPlanning Department Hearm%ff cer
QO Subdivision Review Board ‘ Cm:’lanning Commission QOther w g%?
. \
~Date the application was acted on: CTU L-y %} ZO/ Z ‘:§ ; %’5
=<
: w D
The decision is appealed to: m =
QBoard of Construction Appeals UBoard of Handicapped Access an ©
O Planning Commission %oard of Supervisors
BASIS FOR APPEAL

State the basis of the appeal. Clearly state the reasons for the appeal. In the case of a Construction Code Appeal,
nozg specific code name and sections disputed). (Attach additional sheets if necessary)

List any conditions that are being appealed and give reasons why you think it should be modified or removed.

Condition Numbegz , \ Reason for appea (attach additional sheets if necessary)
. n?} (:Z_fﬁff

Prntramer | JOLDR & Lesik, eyt LESLE
. Address: 765 &P Mon7? ﬂﬂ,/ Zf/”» |
Phone Number (daytime): Z0S "’?09 o2 // — 506%™ §/¢0 . é%§7

We have completed this form accurately and declare all statements made heje are t
v / /)ﬂ 2z

Signature W Date

OFFICE USE ONLY ' 2 , S
Date Received: g / q / I By: (I;—)@
Amount Paid: $ 5 @7 - &= Receipt No. (if appIicabIe):6 l &5 5

COASTAL APPEAL FORM
SaN Luis OBISPO COUNTY PLANNING & BUILDING

PAGE30F 3
JUNE 29, 2010
PLANNING@CO.SLO.CA.US
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Attachment 1

August 8, 2012
Coastal Appealable Form / Coastal Appeal Form / Inland Appeal Form

It is unclear which form is applicable and with the understanding that this development is in the Coastal
Zone and subject to a Coastal Development Plan and within the Coastal Commissions jurisdiction, | am
filling out all three of these forms to protect my legal right to appeal this matter at the appropriate level.

In discussion with my attorney, | am told that the Local Coastal Plan (LCP) is over 400 pages and due
to my attorney’s conflict of interest (since she represents the County of San Luis Obispo) | must find
another attorney to appeal this matter. Due to this fact | am submitting all three forms to preserve
my legal rights of appeal, so that | can be allowed time to review the LCP with new legal counsel, prior
to determination of which Appeal Form applies and whether or not this is within Coastal Commission
jurisdiction.

Basis for Appeal:

Asa concerned landowners within the Cambria Ranch Road development subject to Development Plan
D870020D, and as members of in the Associations adversely affected by the Planning Commission’s July
26, 2012, approval of applicant, Tim Winsor’s, request for a Development Plan/Coastal Development
Permit to amend and modify Development Plan D87002D, by removing Parcel 17 and releasing its
owner from the requirements of the conditions of approval of D87002D, including, but not limited

to, private road maintenance and associated fees. We were not given adequate time to present our
position opposing this “release” or an opportunity to be meaningfully involved in the process, or to
rebut testimony given by both staff and witnesses at the hearing in support of release.

As a result-of these actions, we were denied our Due Process.

Much of the Planning Staff Report was based on inaccurate, somewhat misleading testimony, hearsay
and speculation. In appealing the Planning Commission decision, we will introduce new evidence that
will show that most if not all the bases given in support of the Planning Staff’s recommendation for
release is not supported in fact, as a result the Planning Commission’s subsequent 4-1 vote to allow the
Winsor release from the Development Plan was based on this unsupported and misleading testimony.

The Winsor’s have been given more than fair consideration by the County Staff. For more than three
years, Planning Staff has worked exclusively with the Winsor’s and their legal counsel to support this
release. ’

We were not afforded the same consideration by County Staff.

As property owners and Association members, we have the right to have been given equal
consideration, and to have received equal protection under the law. This has not been the case. We will
produce evidence to support that we brought this matter to the County’s attention nearly six years ago
and despite assurances to the contrary from the County, no action was taken.

We will also provide evidence to support that the land and the applicant’s request is in fact within the
Coastal Commission jurisdiction, and as such would be appealable to them.

Submitted,

Hilda C. Leslie
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Attachment 1

SAN Luis OBISPO COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING

August 10, 2012

Tim Winsor
3785 San Simeon Creek Road
Cambria, CA 93428

Hilda and Curtis Leslie
8968 Red Mountain Road
Cambria, CA 93428

SUBJECT: APPEAL OF TIM WINSOR / DRC2011-00043
HEARING DATE: JULY 26, 2012 / PLANNING COMMISSION

We have received an appeal on the above referenced matter. In accordance with County Real
Property Division Ordinance Section 21.04.020, County Land Use Ordinance Section
22.70.050, and Section 23.01.042 of the Coastal Zone Land Use Ordinance, the matter will be.
scheduled for public hearing before the County Board of Supervisors. A copy of the appeal is
attached.

The public hearing will be held in the Board of Supervisors' Chambers, County Government
Center, San Luis Obispo. As soon as we get a firm hearing date and the public notice goes out,
you will receive a copy of the notice.

‘Please feel free to telephone me at 781-5718 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Nicole Retana, Secretary
County Planning Department

. cC Térry Wahler, Pro}ect Manager
Warren Hoag, Division Manager

976 Osos StreeT, Room 300 *  San Luis Osispo «  CAuFORNIA 93408 *  (805)781-5600

EMAIL: planning@co.slo.ca.us o FAX: (805) 781-1242 o wessITE: hitp//www:sloplanning.org
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